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in Both.well's career has become a subject of con-
tention, so also has this about the state in which he
died. In a defence of Mary Stuart published anony- 158S*
mously, but written by a Catholic, Eobert Turner,
in 1588, and intended to counteract the unfavour-
able impression of the Queen's memory produced in
Germany by Buchanan's History, he is accused of
having purposely penned falsehood, when he states
that Bothwell died insane. Turner relates that
Frederick IL, as Mary's near relative, more than
once during BothwelTs residence in Denmark, is
said to have endeavoured to find out the truth from
him about the Queen's complicity in the murder of
Darnley, and, when the Earl lay at the point of
death, to have adjured him by that higher tribunal
before which he was shortly to stand, freely to
testify regarding her innocence or guilt. In a style
of highly-coloured romance, Turner proceeds to tell
how Bothwell is reported then with a loud voice to
have acquitted Mary of all share in Darnley's
murder, ascribing the whole guilt to Murray and
Morton, and to have confirmed all this in a written
confession left behind him. And if, then, Turner
concludes, Bothwell has given forth such a declara-
tion before he ended his life, he cannot have been
mad when he lay on his deathbed, and the alle-
gation to this effect is only a new invention of
Buchanan for the purpose of depriving - the testi-
mony left by Bothwell of any significance.1

The conclusion, however, is not so satisfactory as
this Catholic writer wishes to represent it. At best
it would only prove what is desired, if Bothwell

1 Note W, Appendix.